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PART I- SECnON 1 

Notificdtions relating to Non^Statutorj Rules, Regulations and Orders and Resolutions 
issued by the Ministries of the Govenunent of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) 

and by the Supreme Court 


PRESIDENrS SECRETARIAT 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 3rd September 1963 

No. SI -Pres./ b3. — In this Secretariat notification No. 
27'pre8./63, dated the 26th January, 1963, published In 
English and in Hindi In Part I, Section 1 of the Gazette of 
India dated the 23rd February, 1963, la Serial No, 3 — 

On page 116 

(1) For "2526460 Subedar JAGANTAPAJ LIMBU, 
The Assam Rifles" 

Read “26460 Subedar JAGANDHOJ LIMBU, 

The Assam Rifles”, and 

(ii) In line one of the citation — 

For “Subedar Jagantapaj Limbu" 

Read “Subedar Jagandhoj limbu" 

On page 119 

(i) For "2326460 onFflTT^ WHTIR 

• c ry hw '* 

Read “26460 aPT?«fV3r 

(ii) In line one of the citation — 

For 

Read SfipSTtsf 

No. 68-Pres./63. — In supersession of all previous notifica- 
tions issued on the subject, the following Table with respect 
to the rank and precedence of the peraons named therein, 
which has been approved by the President, is published for 
general information. 

1. President, 

2. Vice-President. 

3. Prime Minister, 

4. Governors and Sadar-i-Riyasat, Jammu & Kashmir, 
within their respective charges, 

5. Ex-Presidents and ex-Governors-General. 

6. Lieutenant-Governors within their respective charges. 

7. Chief Justice of India. 

Speaker of the Lok Sabha, 

8. Cabinet Ministers of the Union. 

9. Holders of the Bharat Ratna decoration. 

10. Ambassadors Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 
accredited to India. 

High Commissioners of Commonwealth Governments 
in India. 

11. Rulers of Indian States with a salute of 17 guns and 
above within their States, 

12. Governors and Sadar-i-Riyasat, Jammu & Kashmir, 
outside their respective charges. 

13. Lieutenant-Governors outside their respective charges. 

14. Rulers of Indian States with a salute of 17 guns and 
above outside their States. 

15. Chief Ministers of States. 

16. Ministers of State of the Union. 

Members of the Planning Commission. 

Deputy Chairman Rajya Sabha. 

Deputy Speaker Lok Sabha. 

17. Ruljrs of Indian States with a salute of 15 guns or 
13 guns. 

18. Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Pienipotentiary 
accredited to India. 

19. Judges of the Suprspne Court 

20. Secretary General in the Ministry of External Afialrs. 
Cabinet Secretary. 

♦Visiting Class I Ambassadors of India. 

Foreign Ambassadors visiting India, 

•Visiting Class 1 High Commissioners of India and 
Hi^ Commissioners of other Commonwealth coun- 
tries visiting India. 


21. Charge d'Affaires and acting High Commissioners 
a pied and ad interim. 

22. Chiefs of Staff holding the rank of foil General or 
equivalent rank. 

23. Chief Justices of High Courts. 

Chairmen of Legislative Councils in States. 

Speakers of Legislative Assemblies in States. 

Chief Commissioners of Union Territories having 
Council of Ministers, within their respective charges. 
Chief Commissioner of Delhi within bis charge. 

24. Cabinet Ministers in States, 

Deputy Ministers of the Union. 

Attorney-General 

Comptroller and AudJtor-Oeneral, 

Chief Ministers of Union Territories within their 
respective territories. 

25. Chiefs of Staff holding the rank of Ueulenant-Oencra] 
or equivalent rank. 

26. Rulers of Indian States with a salute of 11 guns or 
9 guns. 

27. Chairman, Union Public Service Commission. 

Chief Election Commissioner. 

Ministers of State in States. 

Speakers of Legislative Assemblies in Union Territo- 
ries within their respective territories. 

Ministers of Union Territories within their respective 
territories. 

28. Puisne Judges of High Courts. 

29. Deputy Ministers in States. 

Deputy Chairmen and Deputy Speakers of State 
Legislatures. 

Chief Commissioners of Union Territories not having 
Council of Ministers, within their respective charges. 

30. Members of Parliament. 

31. OiBcers of the rank of full General or equivalent rank. 
Secretary to the President. 

Secretaries to the Government of India and Principal 
Private Secretary to the Prime Minister. 

•Visiting Class I and Class H Ambassadors and High 
Commissioners of India. 

Commissioner for Scheduled Castes and Scheduled 
Tribes. 

Officiating Chief of Staff holding the rank of Major- 
General or equivalent rank. 

Visiting Ministers Plenipotentiary of India and 
Foreign Ministers Plenipotentiary visiting India. 
Chairman of the Railway Board, 

Financial Commissioner for Riulways. 
Solicitor-General . 

Members of the Railway Board. 

Chief Commissioners having Council of Ministers, 
outside their respective charges. 

Chief Commissioner of Delhi outside his charge. 

32. Ministers of Foreign and Commonwealth Missions 
other than Ministers Plenipotentiary. 

Officers of the rank of Lieutenant-General or equiva- 
lent rank. 

Chief Ministers of Union Territories outside their 
respective tenitories. 

33. Additional Secretaries to the Government of India. 
Chairman, Tariff Commission. 

Chairman, Central Water and Power Commission. 
Vice-Chairman of the Indian Council of Agricultural 
Research. 

Financial Adviser, Ministry of Finance (Defence). 
P.S.Os. of the Armed Forces of the rank of Major- 
General or equivalent rank. 

Visiting Class III Ambassadors and High Commis- 
sioners of India. 

Political Officer in Sikkim. 

Director, Intelligence Bureau. 

Speakers of Lerislative Assemblies in Union Territo- 
ries outside their respective territories. 
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MinUtcrs of Union Territories outside their respective 
territories. 

Chairman, Posts and Telegraphs Board. 

34. Chairman of the Public Service Commission of a 
State. 

Chief Secretaries to State Goveraments. 

P'inancial Commissioners. 

Members of the Union Public Service Commission. 


Note 13.— Speakers of Legislative Assemblies in Union 
Territories, irrespective of their date of entry into Article 27 
and Article 33, will take precedence over Ministers of Union 
Territories. 

S. DUTT, Secy, to the PresidenL 


New Delhi, the ird September 1963. 


Flag Officer Commanding, Indian Fleet. 

Members of a Board of Revenue. 

3J. Directoi^Gencral, Health Services. 

Qcneral Managers of Railways. 

Establishment Officer to the Government of India. 
Joint Secretaries to the Government of India (includ- 
ing Joint Secretary to the Cabinet). 

Visiting Class IV Ambassadors and High Commis- 
siouers of India. 

Officers of the rank of Major-General or equivalent 
rank. 

Surveyor-General 

Members of the Tariff Commission. 

Inspectors-Gcneral of Police in States. 

Commissioners of Divisions. 

Director-General of Civil Aviation. 

Director-General of Supplies and Disposals. 
Director-General of Ordnance Factories. 

Indian Navy Commodores-in-Charge, Naval Ports or 
Areas. 

Commanders of Indian Air Force Commands of the 
rank of Air Commodore. 

P.S.Os. of Naval and Air Headquarters of the ranks 
of Commodore and Air Cwnmodorc. 

Chief Commissioners of Union Territories not having 
Council of Ministers, outside their respective charges. 
Director-Oeaeral. All India Radio. 

Military Secretary to the President 

Counsellors of Foreign and Commonwealth Missions 

in India. 

Deputy Comptroller and Auditor-General. 

Members, Posts & Telegraphs Board. 

Note 1, — The order in this Table of Precedence is meant 
for state and ceremonial occasions and may not be strictly 
followed on more infonnal occasions. 

Note 2. — Officers in the Tab.le of Precedence will take 
rank in order of the numbers 61 the entries, those included 
in one number will take precedence inter se according to the 
date of entry into that number. 

Note 3, — ^This Table will not affect the precedence 
enjoyed by Rulers, etc., within former Indian States by virtue 
of local usage and custom; nor will it affect the local prece- 
dence irtter se of Rulers as in force immediately before 15tb 
August 1947. 

Note 4. — Rulers with a hi^er gun salute will take pre- 
cedence over Rulers with a lower gun salute. Rulers with 
the same salute will take precedence inter se according to 
date of succession. 

♦Note 5. — Whether a Visiting Class I Ambassador or 
Class I High Commissioner of India should be placed in 
Article 20 or Article 31 will be decided by the Ministry of 
External Affairs having regard to the seniority of the parti- 
cular person. 

Note 6,— The Chairmen of State Legislative Councils will 
rank above' the Speakers Of Legislative Assemblies in cases 
where they were elected on the same date. 

Note 7, — When Members of Parliament are invited en 
bioc to major state functions, the enclosure reserved for 
them should be next to the Governors, Chief Justice, Speaker 
of the Lok Sabha, Ambassadors etc. 

Note 8. — ^Members of State Legislatures who owing to 
their presence in Delhi happen to be invited to state func- 
tions should be assigned rank just after Members of 
Parliament, 

Note 9, — -For the pur^se of the Table of Precedence, the 
Chief Commissioner of Delhi will rank in Article 31 along 
with Secretaries to the Government of India at state func- 
tions held In New Delhi and the Red Fort. 

Note 10. — Should a P.S.O. bold the rank of Lieutenant- 
General, his seniority in the Table of Precedence will cob- 
tinue to remain the same as laid down for officers of the 
rank of Lieutenant-General or equivalent rank in Article 32 
of the Table, 

Note 11.—- Chief Secretaries to State Governments will 
take precedence over Members of a Board of Revenue 
irrespective of the date of their entry into Article 34. 

Note 12. — Major-Generals, Irrespective of their date of 
entry into Article 35, will rank above Indian Navy Commo- 
dores-to-Charge and Indian Air Forof Commodores, 


No. 69-Prei./63 . — The President is pleased to award the 
President’s Police and Fire Services Medal for gallantry to the 
undermentioned officer of the Madras Police 

Name mtd rank of the officer 

SHRl SOLAMALAI ALAGU THEVAR, 

Police Constable No. 483, 

Madurai North District, 

Madras {Deceased) 

Statement of services for which the decoration has been 
awarded. 


At about 3.00 ajn. on the 15th March, 1962, Police 
Constable Solamalai Alagu Thevar received information 
that K. D. Chinnathurai alias Ramasamy alias Soothayan 
and others wanted in a criminal case were in the house of 
Chinna Thevar in Kallammankoil Street, Uthamapuram, and 
proceeded immediately with his informant in order to arrest 
them. En route they met Head Constable 391 who was 
returning from night patrol and who Joined them. Constable 
Thevar had a lathi while the Head Clonstable was unarmed. 

On arriving at the house it was decided that the Head 
Constable should station himself at the back of the house to 
prevent any escape from the rear. Constable Thevar and 
the informant entered the house from the front. As they did 
so three persons rushed out. Chinnathurai was found sitting 
close to the pial, in a roofed shed. Constable Thevar told 
him he was under arrest being concerned in a robbery case 
and ordered him to accompany him to the police station. 
Chinnathurai questioned why he should go to the police 
station and then suddenly stabbed the Constable on the 
inside of his left thigh with a dagger which he drew from 
his waist-band. Constable Thevar shouted to the Head 
Constable for help and gallantly continued his efforts to 
apprehend the criminal who now stood up and stabbed him 
In the abdomen and on the hip. The iiiformant Intervened 
to help the Constable and was also stabbed twice on his 
forearm but managed to snatch the dagger from Chinnathurai. 
By this time the Head Constable came into the house and 
Seeing him the criminal broke loose and escaped through 
the side lane after scaling the rear wall, Constable Thevar who 
wag uaeonscious from loss of blood was removed to hospital 
but succumbed to his injuries shortly after admission. 

Police Constable Sofamalai Alagu Thevar showed great 
courage in trying to apprehend a dangerous criminal even 
after being grievously wounded and gave his life In the 
performance of his duty. 

2. This award is made for gallantry under rule 4(i) of 
the rules governing the award of the President's Police and 
Fire Services Medal and consequently carries with it the 
special allowance admissible to officers of and below the 
rank of In.spector of Police as provided in rule 5, with effect 
from the 13th March. 1962. 

No. 70-Pres./6J . — The President is pleased to award the 
Police Medal for gallantry to the undermentioned officer of 
the Madhya Pradesh Police : — 

Name and rank of the officer 
SHRl SHEOLAI., 

Head Constable No, 459, 

P. S, Bina, Sagar D'strict, 

Madhya Pradesh, {Deceased) 

Statement of services for which the decoration has been 
awarded. 


T Htf in the evening of Iffth April, 1963 Sub-Insp^or 
R, N. Bajpai, Station Officer, Bina, District Sagar, Madh}^ 
Pradesh, received information about the prescoce of dacoit 
Panna Korl in village Patkni. Sub-Inspector Bajpai along 
with Head Constable Sheolal and a small party of the Spe- 
cial Armed Force immediately proceeded to the village 
which is about 12 miles from the police station. 


The Party reached Pattui at about 2300 hours and 
irrounded the village. For about en hour Bhajan.s con- 
med Inside a temple in the village. As It was mot known 
hethcr Panna Kori was in the Bhajan party, Hwd ConstaWe 
leolal volunteered to go up to the temple to find out. He 
ent forward boldly, mixed with the villagera and brought 

-a. *1-^ wrVirt rrt-nflrmp.fl +hftt Wflfl UX tuC 


roup. 

When the Bhajan ended, Panna climbed to the roof of the 
mple from where he addressed the sjlagers. Meanwhile 
ob-lnspector Bajoai, Head Constable Sheolal and Head 
omstable Bhagirath of the Special Armed Force crawled 
mmd in the dark and took tip position bphmd tbp temple, 
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At about 0040 hours the dacoit began to move away, 
probably because he had scented some trouble. The three 
police officers followed him. Head Constable Sheoial could 
have shot the dacoit dead but refrained from doing so. as 
he was determined to capture him alive and also to ensure 
that the villagers around were not injured. The Head Cons- 
table moved up cautiously and threw him self on the dacoit, 
but the dacoit turned round and shot the Head Constable at 
point blank range. 

As there was o crowd around, the two other police officers 
could not open fire, but when the people dispersed and the 
dacoit tried to fire on the two other police officers Head 
Constable Bhagirath and Sub-Inspector Bajpai opened fire 
and shot him dead. The two pohee officers then ran to the 
help of their comrade, but they found that Head Constable 
Sheoial had died. 

Head Constable Sheoial acted with courage and devotion 
to duty In trying to apprehend a notorious deceit alive. 
Throughout the action he displayed courage of a high order 
and although he could have used his weapon, he refrained 
from doing so in order to capture the dacoit alive, and to 
avoid risking the lives of others. 

2. This award is made for gallantry under rule 4(1) of the 
rules governing the award of the Police Medal and conse- 
quently carries with it the special allowance admissible to 
officers of and below the rank of Inspector of Police ns pro- 
vided in rule 5, with effect from the 16th April 1963. 

S. DUTT, Secy, to the President. 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH 

Subject : — Constitution of a Committee on Price Fixation. 

No, F. 12-69/63-Z). — ^The question of reasonableness of 
prices of certain essential drugs and their formulations has 
been engaging the attention of the Government. In order 
to examme this question the President is pleased to constitute 
the following Committee with immediate effect : 

Chairman 

1. Shrl Gian Prakash, Joint Secretary, 

Ministry of Health. 

Members 

2. Shri G. Mukherji, Joint Secretary, 

Ministry of Home Affairs. 

3. Dr. Seshagirl Rao, Planning Commission. 

4. Dr, G. S. Kasbekar, Managing Director, 

Hindustan Antibiotics 

3. Shri N. Chidambaram, Deputy Secretary, 


Ministry of Industry. 

6. Dr. B. Shah, Development Officer, 



7. Shri P, K. Ganapti, Financial Adviser, 
to the Hindustan Antibiotics. 


Member Secretary 

8. Shri S. K. Borkar, Drugs Controller, India. 

The terms of reference of the Committee will be as 
follows : — 

(a) to examine immediately the reasonableness of the 
price at which they are available to consumers of 
the following drugs having regard to minimum 
costs of production and other factors and to furnish 
thereon their findings at the earliest. 

(i) INH 

(ii) PAS 

(iii) Sulphadiaxlne 

(iv) Tetracycline 

(v) Vitamin B 12 

(vl) Acetyl Salicylic Add 
(vii) Prednisolone 
(viii) Tclbutamidc 
(fx) Chlora amphcnicol 

(b) to examine in like manner the reasonableness of 
the prices of such other essential drugs as the 
Government consider necessary, subsequently, 

3. These arrangements shall come into force with effect 
from the date of issue of this Resolution. 

ORDER 

Ordered that a copy of this Resolution be communicated 
to all the ^ate Governments/ Administrations. 

Ordered also that the Resolution be published in the 
Gazette of India for general information. 

R. K. RAMADHYANI, Secy. 


ministry of scientific research and 

CULTURAL affairs 

ADDENDUM 


New Delhi, the 4th September 1963 
Kto 4131/63-51?/. — The Government of India in their 
Kwolirtion NO. 5(3)/63-5Rl, dated the Zm August 1963, 


appointed a Committee to review the working of the National 
Research Development Corporation and to recommend 
measures for its improvement. It has now been decided to 
appoint Dr. H. A. B. Parpiu, Chief Defence Coordinator, 
Council of Scientifle and Industrial Research, to be an addi- 
tional member of the Committee. 

It has also been decided to appoint Dr. A, N. Kapur, 
Executive Director, National Research Development Corpora- 
tion, as the Secretary of the Committee. 


ORDER 

Ordered that this be communicated to all concerned. 
Ordered that this be published in the Gazette of India for 
general information. 

CORRIGENDUM 


Dated &th September 1963 

No. 50)/6i-SRl . — ^In partial modification of addendum 
No. 5(3)/63-SRI dated the 4th September 1963 to this 
Ministry’s Resolution No, 5(3)/63-SRI, dated the 28fh August 
1963, it has been decided that Shri Baldev Sin^, Industrial 
Liaison and Extension Officer, Council of Scientifle and 
Industrial Research, will be the Secretary of the Committee 
appointed to review tha working of the National Research 
Development Corporation and to recommend measures for 
its improvement. 

ORDER 


Ordered that this be communicated to all concerned. 
Ordered that this be published in the Gazette of India for 

general information. _ 

M. M. MALHOTRA, Dy. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF TRANSPORT & COMMUNICATIONS 
Department of Transport 
(Transport Wing) 

RESOLUTION 

New Delhi, the 19/ft August 1963 

No. 55-MA(2)/62-/,— In continuation of the Ministry of 
Transport & Communications, Department of Transport 
Resolution No. 55-MA(34)/59-ni, dated the 10th February 
1961, the Government of India have further decided to 
include one non-official member on the Deck Passenger 
Welfare Committee, Madras. 

ORDER 

Ordered that a copy of this Resolution be communicated 
to the Private and Military Secretaries to the President, the 
Prime Minister’s Secretariat, the Cabinet Secretariat, L^k 
Sabha soett. (with 10 spare copies including 5 c^ies for 
Committee Branch), the Planning Commission, all Ministries 
of the Government of India, all State Governments, the 
Chairman, Calcutta Port Commissioners, Calcutta, the 
(^airman, Bombay Port Trust, Bombay, the Bauman, 
Madras Port Trust, Madras, the Indian National Steamship 
Owners’ Associotioiii Scindia House, Ballard Estate, Bombay, 
the Director General of Shipping. Commerce House, 
Ballard Estate. Fort, Bomb^ (with 100 spare copies for dis- 
tribution to the Shipping (Companies in India and the 
members of the National Harbour Board), the Chairman 
and the Members of the Deck Passenger Welfare Committee, 
Bombay, Calcutta and Madras. 

Ordered also that the Resolution be published in the 
Gazette of India for general Information. 

NAGENDRA SINGH, Addl. Secy. 


ministry of labour and employment 

New Delhi, the 5th September 1963 


No 28/47/62//JUK.— The following decision of the 
ndustrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in respect of the matter referred 
0 it under section 36A of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 
14 of 1947) by the Order of the Government of India m 
he Ministry of Labour and Employment No S. O. 3187, 
lated 12th October 1962 is hereby published for general 




(Decision) 

G. JAGANNATHAN, Under Secy. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERN ME NT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, CALCUTTA 

REFERENCE NO. 41 OF 1962. 


Parties : 

Employers in relation to the Commissioners for the port 
of Calcutta 

and 

’Their workmen. 

Presem : 

Shri L. P. Dave — ^Presiding Officer. 

Appearances ; 

On behalf of Emp/oyeri— Shti G. V, Kwlekar, 
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On behalf of Workmen — Shri M. Chatterjee, 9irl 

J. Mukherjee and Shri P. K. Dutta. 

Stare : 

West Bengal. 

Industry ; 

Port 

AWARD 

Ihe Government of India, Ministry of Labour end Employ- 
ment, by their order No. 28/47/62-LRIV dated the I2th 
October 1962, have referred the following questions for deci- 
sion to this Tribunal 

(1) Which specific categories of shore workers should 
be eligible for the grant of dust allowance in terms 
of the Award of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal at Calcutta in Reference No. 8 of 1958; 

(2> Whether individual workers of the eligible catego- 
ries will be entitled to the dust allowance only if 
they are physically present at the work spot or only 
when they are so present and are actually engaged 
in handhng the dusty cargoes, viz., coal, cement, 
ores and sulphur. 

2. The facts leading to the present reference are as under : 

A dispute arose between the commissioners fart the port 

of Calcutta and their workmen regarding grant of dust 
allowance to shore workers employed by the Calcutta Port 
Commissioners who were handling coal, ores, cement and 
sulphur and the Government, by their Order No. LRIB/TB- 
(19)/58 dated the 17th July 1958, referred the said Indus- 
trial dispute for adjudication to the industrial Tribunal, 
Calcutta, who gave its award on 29th November 
1958. Ihe employers went in appeal against this award 
to the Supreme Court who dismissed the appeal. The Port 
Commissioners thereafter are giving dust allowance to the 
manual labourers who load and unload coal, ores, cement 
and sulphur and to the Sirdars of the gangs of workers who 
do this kind of work. Disputes arose between the Port Com- 
missioners and the Unions on the questions as to whether 
any other categories were entitled to this allowance and as 
to when the allowance was payable. The Unions claimed 
that the allowance should also be paid to certain other cate- 
gories of workmen, who had to suffer the nuisance of dust 
while doing their work, The Port Commissioners did not 
agree with this. There was also a dispute as to whether the 
allowance became payable only when the workman con- 
cerned was actually, engaged in handling the cargo, or whether 
he would get it even if he did not handle the cargo, provided 
he was present at the work spot. Difficulties having thus 
arisen about the interpretation of the provisions of the above 
award, the Government referred the above questions for 
decision to this Tribunal under section 36A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 

3. At the outset, I may mention that the present inquiiy 
is under section 36A of the Industrial Disputes Act and is 
not a regular reference under section 10. The scope of an 
inquiry under 36A is limited. Under that section, the 
Government can refer a question to a Tribunal for decision 
if in its opinion any difficulty or doubt has arisen about inter- 
pretation of any provisions of an award or settlement. In 
deciding a matter under section 36A, the oidy thing that the 
Tribunal has got to do is to consider and decide any difficulty 
arising from use of words which may be ambiguous or obs- 
cure. The Tribunal has no power to consider the propriety, 
correctness or validity of any provisions of an award nor 
would it have any power to review or modify them, even on 
basis of evidence which may be adduced before it. For 
instance, if under the terms of award under consideration, 
a particular category of workmen is not entitled to dust 
allowance, this Tribunal cannot now award it in this proceed- 
ings, even though it may feel that on merits that category of 
workmen should get that allowance. Similarly, this Tribu- 
nal cannot also consider whether any category of workmen 
who may be held entitled to dust allowance under the terms 
of the original award, should get the same allowance or 
more or less. This Tribunal can only consider as to which 
of the categories of shore workers would be eligible to grant 
of dust allowance in terms of the above award. 

4. The unions have given a list of different categories, 
who, according to them, are entitled to the above dust 
allowance. Admittedly, none of these categories of workers 
handles any of the dusty cargoes as such. The unions’ case 
is that different categories of workers are exposed to dust 
from the dusty cargoes in the process of handling by the 
manual workers because these categories of workers have to 
work in surroundings Where they are exposed to the dust. 
They urge that though these categories may not directly be 
handling cargoes, they would still be said to be handling or 
attending to the cargoes on different grounds. Some of them 
are operating cranes which carry the cargoes; 'some of them 
are operating fork Ufts, pay loaders, tractors, Diesel Locos 
etc. which are all used in handling cargoes. A claim has 
also been made for the allowance for different kinds of 
clerks; for Instance, there is a claim for tally clerks who have 
to be in attendance near the dusty cargoes throughout the day 


while it is being loaded or unloaded. There is also a claim 
made for Shed-clerks, forwarding clerks etc., most of whom 
work in an office situated at one end of the sheds. Some 
categories of workers have to look after different sheds and 
may have occasion once in a while to go to the place where 
dusty cargoes arc being loaded or unloaded. Claim has 
been made for all these categories of workers being entitled 
to dust allowance. 

5. It was urged on behalf of the employers that the above 
award applies only to those workers who were manually 
handling cargoes in loading or unloading dusty cargoes and. 
only those persons would be entitled to the dust allowance’ 
under that award. On the other hand, the Unions urge that 
the award in the previous case did not apply only to manual 
workers who were handling dusty cargoes but to all shore 
workers who were doing so. 

6. The term ‘shore workers’ has not been defined any- 
where. Looking to its grammatical meaning, any one who 
works on shore could be said to be a shore worker. It, 
however, appears that by long usage, the term is generally 
used for manual labourers working on the shore, 

7. In 1954 the Central Government had made a reference 
to the Industrial Tribunal, Bombay, In respect of several 
matters in dispute between the Bombay Port Trust, the 
Bombay Dock Labour Board and the stevedore employers 
and contractors on the one hand and the workmen of the 
Port of Bombay on the other. The first matter which was 
referred to was regarding shore workers, stevedore workers, 
craneman and tally clerks. Another matter referred to shore 
workers. The Industrial Tribunal gave its award on 
30th May 1955. In considering the question of shore 
workers, it considered the case only of manual labourers 
working on the shore. The matter went In appeal before the 
Labour Appellate Tribunal. That Tribunal also held that 
though the term shore workers in its wide amplitude would 
include all workers who work on the shore, it appeared from 
the order of the Government that it wanted to use the term 
in a restricted sense and did not intend to include all 
workers working on the shore. 

8. It then appears that in 1956 an enquiry was entrusted 
to ^ri P. C. Chaudhuri regarding disparities and anomalies 
in the pay scales and allowances of class III and class TV 
employee* of major ports and he was (lirected to submit 
proposals for rationalisation. He submitted his report in 
1957. His report also shows that he used the word shore 
workers as meaning manual labourers working on the shore 
and doing manual work of loading and unloading cargoes. 

9. It is true that neither the decision of the Bombay 
Tribunal nor the report of Shri Chaudhuri would mean that 
the term shore workers only means manual workers. 1 am 
referring to them only to show that the term shore workers 
is popularly understood to mean manual labour. It also 
appears to me that the Calcutta Tribunal in the present case 
accepted the term In that meaning and gave its award on 
that basis, 

10. From the original award which is now to be Inter- 
preted by me, I find that the labour unions made a demand 
for dust allowance on the ground that the shore labour 
handling cargoes of coal, ores, cement and sulphur have to 
suffer from extra fatigue, hardship and Inhale such dust 
while handling such cargoes and handling such cargoes was 
dirty and hazardous. It was then contended that shore 
labour was very much susceptible to tuberculoses and other 
diseases because of handling of those cargoes and the period 
of working capacity and ability of shore labour shortened to 
the minimum because of the handling of these cargoes. The 
unions also contended that there were instances of accidents 
and hazards and loss of life in handling such cargoes, The 
unions further contended that in fixing the pay structure of 
the shore labour in handling such dirty and hazardous 
cargoes, no consideration of factors of extra fatigue, hardship 
and susceptibility to diseases had been made. The unions 
therefore demanded that the shore labour should be paid 20 
per cent extra by way of allowance for handling such 
cargoes. 

11. It would be obvious that only manual workers who 
actually load and unload the cargoes would suffer from 
extra fatigue and hardship because of the dusty and hazar- 
dous cargoes. Other categories of workers, for example, 
those who work different kinds of machines for carrying 
cargoes from one place to another or supervise the work 
would not suffer any extra fatigue or hardship though they 
may inhale dust. Again, inhalation of such dust would be 
different in cases of different categories. For instance, a 
tally clerk who has to be present for the whole day just near 
the place where dusty cargo is loaded and unloaded would 
inhale more dust than another person who may be vi.siting 
the place once in a while. 

12. The Tribunal con.sidered all the above contentions and 
held that the shore workers who attended to or handled 
dusty cargoes mentioned in the order of reference (namely, 
coal, ores, cement and sulphur) should get special allowance 
of 29 nP. per shift or part thereof or Rs. 7.50 for the whole 
month aj dujt allowance, 
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13. Reading the award, it appcan that the Tribunal was 
all along considering the case of manual workers only. There 
are different remarks at different places which show this. At 
one place, the Tribunal has observed that some documents 
were put in by the parties showing the percentage of dock 
workers in general and the coal workers suffering from tuber- 
jfUloses and disablements resulting in early retirements or 
incapacity to do any arduous work. At another place, it has 
been observed that “we are not called upon to decide the 
wage structure of the dock workers in general but to fix a 
fecial allowance if possible for handling dusty cargoes". 
The Tribunal also considered the question of accidents which 
were caused by pieces of coal falling down from baskets etc. 
Then a further important fact which may be considered is 
that the Tribunal m deciding the amount of dust allowance 
was guided by the fact that the component of basic wage in 
the piece rate of the shore workers in the Bombay Port was 
Rs. 7.50 higher than that of the shore workers in the 
Calcutta Port and hence he observed that shore workers who 
bandied dusty cargoes may legitimately claim that amount 
as a special allowance. In other words, he was considering 
the case of the manual workers only. He was guided by the 

iece rates of the manual workers of the Bombay Port and 
e held that the same kind of workers in Calcutta Port 
should get Rs. 7.50 as dust allowance. 

14. If the Tribunal was considering the case of all kinds 
of shmc workers, it would, I think, have considered the case 
of different categories to see as to how far they were exposed 
to dust. It would have first considered whether a particular 
category was exposed to dust or not and it would then have 
considered as to how far that category was so exposed and 
would then have considered as to whether the same rate or 
a lower or higher rate should be given to different workers. 
The fact that it award a flat rate of Rs. 7.50 for all workers 
on the ground that the rates of manual workers in Bombay 
Port were higher by that much amount, would also show that 
the Tribunal was considering the case only of manual workers. 
The observations in the course of the award also show (his. 
The demands of the workers in that case also show ^t 
their demand was only for manual workers. 

15. Reliance was placed on behalf of the workmen on the 
case of “Jeewan Lai (1929) Limited and its workmen”, 
1961 I LLJ 517 and it was argued that when an award does 
not explain a particular expression and when statutory defini- 
tions contained in other Acts are of no material assistance, 
it would be necessary to examine the question on principle 
and decide what the expression should mean in any given 
award. It was argued from this that as the term shore 
workers was not defined by the Tribunal in the present case 
and as there is no definition of this term in any Act or 
otherwise, this Tribunal should examine this term on prin- 
ciple and decide it as meaning all persons who work on the 
shore. 

16. This ruling, in my opinion, is not applicable to the 
facts of the present case. What I have to consider is as to 
which categories of shore workers the above award applies 
and in doing so I have to inteH>ret that award. 1 have got 
to consider as to which categories were meant to be covered 
by the Tribunal in that case and from the award itself and 
from the surrounding circumstances, I have no doubt in my 
mind that what the Tribunal considered and decided was that 
manual labour handling dusty cargoes was entitled to dust 
allowance. It would not be open to me to consider the 
meaning of shore workers in general for holding that all 
shore workers are entitled to get the advantage of the above 
award, if the Tribunal giving the above award did not intend 
to do so. 

17. On the whole, after having given my anxious consi- 
deration to the facts of the case, I think that so far as the 
present enquiry is concerned, none of the categories for 
which dust allowance is now claimed could be held to dust 
allowance under the terms of the above award. I must 
mention that I do feel that there is some case for some of 
the categories of workmen for which a du.st allowance is 
being claimed, but I have no jurisdiction to go into the merits 
in thii.s inquiry which is one under section 36A. The work- 
men, if they so think fit, may move the Government to make 
a fresh reference under section 10 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act when the matter would be gone into on merits. 

18. The second point that is referred to me is as to whether 
individual workers of eligible categories would be entitled 
to dust allowance only if they are physically present at (he 
work spot or only when they arc so present and arc also 
actually engaged in handling the dusty cargoes. I am told 
that this question has arisen because some times when 
workers in the coal docks report for duty, they have to wait 
there for some time before they are told on some days that 
there is no work for them. In such a case, they do get the 
fall-back wages for the day. The unions however urge that 
they should also get tftst allowance for that day because 
they would be suffering the nuisance of the dust as they 
would have to wait for some time before they are told lhat 
there is no work for them. In my opinion, the dust allowance 
has been awarded by the Tribunal only in case of workers 
who are actually engaged in handling the dusty cargoes and 
a person who is only physically present at the work spot 
would not be entitled to such an allowance merely by such 


presence. It is only when a worker Is dngaged in handling 
dusty cargoes that he would suffer extra fadgue and hardship. 
Regarding inhalation of dust, he may inhale h; but that 
would be comparatively negligible. He would not b« waiting 
in the heart of the place where work is going on but at 
some distance. Again, he would be waiting there for only 
;m hour or two and not for the whole day. To hold that 
even that person should get the fuU dust allowance for the 
day would be anomalous. 1 have no jurisdiction in this 
inquiry to award a dust allowance at a different rate. I 
have only to consider whether a particular category of work- 
men is entitled to dust allowance for a particular day or not 
In my opinion, the award of the Tribunal shows that the 
dust allowance was awarded for workers who actually 
engage themselves in handling the dusty cargoes and not 
merely to workers who are physically present there. 

I pass my award accordingly, 

L. P. DAVE, Presiding Officer. 

qfugVTi 
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VI jTTiRfwnm 

15RI^, 1962Vt5TTR:VT5T HipTR 3 . 0 0 
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% ^ RT fW hVT RR% RTR ^ fw I VTRRRR ^ 
% RTR RIRt Rt RRfV VIR^RR % RIR Tt| ^fRRR 
Rff RT I 

RTTR^RR ^RT RRT R^RRT^V ^ RTRR RVTR 
RRR fVRT I ^RT fVRT, ®Rf^ RT§T HlTt 

1 R'P RjRRTT ^ 'RTR % ti+Tlq 

gRi fRRT 1 VIR^RR R RRTRT fv RRitft % ItRi RTR% 
% RtR^ ^ fRRffnr RiR fRRT RRT ^ RRT R% fqqi 

fv R? RR% RTR RI# Vt I fRR'JRR R gRR fv RR 

RtfftsnR HtR RRilW RR^TRRTRR ^ PppTR VT RRR 
RRR^RR ^ RR RIR % rTr filRT I VTR^RR t R 
^ VTR?RR Vt R^TRRI % f^H gt'itl RRT RR Vt 

RRoft R =ftTRig^Ri RRT TfT ^ HR RRT ^ RRT 
RTHtr fRR^ VTRRRR % ^ ^ RRT Irr^R 'TT RTR I 
R!^RRT?V R VFR5RR Vt RETORT li 

fVRI RR^ gRT % HR^ RFT Rt RTR BfTT RRT 
R? fR5P£TPT RTI #RR R RRiR JHT I ^ RRR RV 
RPR^RR RT R R^R RRT RT fR^T ^ HRTPft RTR fRRTRT 
RRT RTIRT qivtl R^ ^ ^tRlT Vt ^ RR 

fRRRI I VINid'“'iR' ^RT Vt, Rt TRR R?! RiRt % RRTR H%R 
^ RRT RT HPTRTR RIRTRT RRT RPlf % RRTR HTRRTvf 

RRR RRRig; ^ l3RRft TJeg Rsft I 
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WR %snRT 

% m ferr ?pn *m qpFT ^3^ 

«rr^ >5(1^ i 

2. JT? 'T^T TTSJ^ RTT %<pTO*PT ^ TTJC 

PpniFnfl ^ Pm 4 ( 1 ) ^ iRnt?r % fW ferr 

WT 751 t ?rilT !i<^?r w(ij«bl{t 15-3-1962 nrff 

<PT ?f 1 wCt Jift fm 5 ^ uFj^iK RnPT 5 PR 
*PraT I 

fartr ^ ftggfr 3 Pii T m T, 1963 

HO 70-HHI63 — TRfqPr HR 5 PW ^ 

'pTRtf^iH HfHqrrfl' qft RNit ijHiy H<n> qHPT 

•R^ t ; — 

vt HPT HHT qq 

«fV ftrwH, ^ qrtr^HH ho 459 , 
qto RTo ifRi, fqrar TTRT, 

HRH^ (FtnffH) I 

Hflrof q>T Pthth fwj hhh stith Thhi wt 

1 6 1963 HTqqRT HR 51^71 % HTH7 f^HTHT- 

’tH ^Tf HT^ % Hq'-pRtSiR HKo tpTo HTH^ HTHT 
HfHRTt HTH H ¥ 1 ^ qw qiTd qfl HqfRpT qft 

^HHT 3nR 5 I I HH-Pr^hR HlVt^ ^ qR^HH fqTHHTT 

qKl^HTHgqR HH HTH <^1 

HPc HH q^, qft jPth thhh hhhh 1 2 ntn yc 1 1 
q^qj^uTH #TrfH %hhhh hh qi^r hht 

HH#HTH ^ pRT I HTH % trqr TifjgTC % HHHH 
H-? Hqr WT ^7|l H? STTHHffHT frqWT HHH 

Hornt # t Hr I ^ hrhw fwnw h h? q^rr hht^ 
% Pt^ hPr hv fW RH qit pfqH Ppht i h| 

HTHJTfT, HTHHIPr^ HHT RTT TP^T- 

HT^ q?r HT^ ^ HIHT, f^TH^ W HTH # Pp qR 

HH H»^ ^ HqpHH HT I 

qRHRTHHTR gHT q5rT HpR ^ S!H qTHfHHTH^ 
?r Pp HH^ HTH>ff "pf HrUhH PpHT I 

HH-PlOm-ti HThW, ^ qTRmr ftlHHTW 
HHT PT^ HTIRf HH % |¥ qTRJHH HTHITH ^ ^ sqT^ 

Hf qr 7 hPh 7 ^ 'fy^ RTH ftrqr 1 

HHHH 12 HRR 40 pTH3 HT ¥1^ H f^Rq^HT HTTR 
pRT, HRHH; TPR R 5 H 5 HTHTH ^ HHT HT I cfpff 
JpRHfHRpRf ^ HHR <ftB!r PRT I |¥ «FRm fRRTH 
HP^qfrHtHt ^HTTHHRHT, qTr^ ^HT ^R^ TT RH 
^ THH, Rirpp HH% ¥T^ qft oflf^ qqry^ 3 HT HRWf q?! 

■qts H R^ qq PlTHH fqRT HT I |¥ qTR^HH H't1'6d l ^4qi 

HTH hH ¥T^ qTHqqrqrg qy^^HqrrfH^R 
Tfy#t¥q;tTm q7Ht?ft ■qR^ft I 

tnif^ Hlfr HVt TpH <fv, qHp^j} HR ^ 5 P 1 H q pqqi i j) 
HpFfr Hl^ HHT H%, HH qpT PJtTT-PtHT ^ H^ dHT 

HR qt jpR HPrqqf^ qr Hpft hr# qq hhr 
PpHT, Ht $¥ qq^^HH HT'flTH HHT HH-PrfpRqr HTH^qt # 
Tfpft HHif qfk H# HT7 ferr i qt jPth Htw^ hhh 
H l«it qft H^IHHT % # 1 # ^q# 75 HH ft iq HIH 

^HTT JHTqiHT I 

ft¥ qqT^HH PmTH # 5 RIH HT^ q# #rfqH q^H# 
qq HHR qr»# qjHSHqTiHRrr rtt htp" # qqn fw i 
WHlfl qq^HT^ #HH# HWIRT % R^ qq HqqpT pRT 
qftr hhPt h? r tthIh qit hwt ht hhtPt hh *t^ 


qrtntpR ^qq^ n'k?;?)^ ^hIhh qrtwH^fTHHT# % 

ftr# ^ HRT Hqqq HqqpT q^ Pri i 

2 . H? qqq? jPth qqqr PrhthhV # Prh 4( i) % 
HRHH #yRr % R 7 ?T t H^k H Hpiq-lO' 

16-4-63 # PfHH HH qq Hfnqqd flHT, Hfq pRH S % 
H^HT7 HHqq qq jPtH ^H^qR HHHT HH# hThT ^tHT I 

gpTHHqTT, 

■R^qPi qq hPr 


liHTRT 

qf Ply'll, fqqtqr 24 HHR, 1963 I 
2 HHT, 1885 I 

HRT#qT 

HRTHH % HRl^H HRT 6/5/62 SCT. HI (B), 
fqqfqr i6-8-i963 h qiqiP+d fW h# Hqrrflr % hth-hth 
HTTH HTqqr 5T7T «ft ¥pnr ’JWr|#t, HH^ HHR q# 28 
HHHTt, i963#qtq#q# HHfq % Phi HiPqq RPnff ^ 
qRTTq # Pni thtPht f## HH^qfPr HHi^qqr aft#%HqR 
% vq # qTHtPfqr Pfht rht ^ i 

wwH : — HT#qr Pfqq rr | Hqrtqrr HRT#qT nr^ftH 

Trm H HTH Rqqq^t % pTH wrftiH Pfht 

RH I 

qf fq^-ii, fqqtq; i6 hhr, i963 
HTR HTqqr, ’ll HRTHH % HRT#qr TpRT 19/118/65- 
Pub. II, Prrfqr 3 PrqRT, i956 Ht Pp HT7#tH tirth 
pjqtqr SPraRT, 1956 #HqqPiqgHTHT, (HHTHtHRI^H 
Hwr 13/10/58 SCT. Ill, fqqtH 9 ht#, 1959 jttt 
HHt PH H PpHT R"^!) ^^TTHTTP 2 % RJHR HTR TTWR 
# HTfqn RpRif % qiRTH % Pth: %q!fPr Hwnprnr Hi# q>t 
RPTR qPIffHT PrRprftrq RpRff qft 28 «iqqd, i963 
qt H# spy HHfq #> pR HqR % HT H HTHtfqqr PRT $ : — 

1. «ft H|qr HTH, HH^ qqR, fq^ i 

2. sftHHt HqqqHT HH^ HHR, HSTH I 

3. «ft qno ^ HH# HHR, qpTHH HHTH I 

4. «ft Rqo ^iHo qrfqHT, hh^ htr, hr jt^h i 

5. >ift HtRT HRT, ^ HHR, ^3?Prr I 

6 . Ht 1#H qq^HH, HH^ HHR, Hpqj^ I 

7. >!ft IhTTH, HH^ HqR, qRH I 

8. Ht #to qg,Hqrd, hh^ hhr, hhh i 

9 . nt #to #0 qrqqr, hh^ hhr, ^htth i 

1 0 . «ft tlHo Hto #HTr, HH^ HHR, fRPT I 

1 1. «ft Hto HH“ ^Hkqq, HH^ BHR, HHH I 

1 2. STJT HT^ HRq Pf^, HH^ HHR, HR H^H I 

1 3. «ft HtPhR RH HhI, HH^ HHR, TTRHTH I 

1 4. eft #to #to %RnTH, HH^ HqR, HT^PT H^H 1 

1 5. efm#t R^HT #Ht, HH^ HHR, HR Sr#H I 

16 . Ro #f 7 H 7 ^pqq, qftHpT I 

1 7. HTR# 'IHo HKo fRt, H^TTte^ I 

1 8. eft H>qH qft ¥RHT^, pT^ I 

19. eft tTo %c. Htqq#, H^TR^ I 

20. eft HT# o l^Ho MKHK, f^HTHH H#qT I 

21. eftqrft HTRft H#1 r I 

22 . eft #to fqqq, l 

23. Ro efto Hto fqRTH, pT^ PtRpraTRT I 
Hltn : — ^HT#H pRT RHT ^ ftr RnttHH HRT^H HTT?ftH 

TIRTH # qqqftlH fw RH I 

Ho qo HTR, 

H^ HftH, HTOT HXqtTT 


PRINTED IN INDIA BY THE MANAGER, GOVERNMENT OF INDIA PRESS, 
PAUDABAD AND PUBLISHED BY THE MANAGER OF PUBLICATIONS, DELm, 1963. 



